supply of 100 bags of rice and as the principal Dhanalakshmi
Rice Mills do not ratify his acts, Giridhar is liable to make
compensation to Seetha Rice Merchants in respect of loss or
damage which they have incurred by such dealing.
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THE INDIAN DIVORCE ACT, 1869
(ActNo.4of 1869)

212.  Restitution of Conjugal rights

213.  Decree for a declaration of marriage on the ground oj
husband's impotency

214. Rights of children of annulled marriage

215. Rights of-wife with regard to her property after passing of
a decree for judicial separation

216.  Deserted wife may apply to court for protection

217.  Damages by husband from adulterer

218. Alimony pending suit filed under the Indian Divorce Act

219.  Settlement of wife's property for benefit of husband and
children after passing a decree of dissolution of marriage
or judicial separation

212. Anitha married Suresh as per their caste custom and
Hindu rites. They have two sons. Their births were duly registered
in the office of the Registrar of Births and Deaths by the husband.
Subsequently, differences arose between the couple as Suresh
did not like his wife moving closely with her colleagues. She was
even put to cruelty. The husband indirectly imputed unchastity
to her by saying that the two children were not born to him.
Unable to bear with him, Anitha went to her parents' house and
did not return to her husband. After some time, Suresh asked her
to come back to him and join him, but she refused. Thereupon,
he filed a petition under Section 32 of the Indian Divorce Act, for
restitution of conjugal rights. The wife resisted the petition,
putting forth the cruelty meted out to her by her husband and also
filed birth register extracts of her sons, in support of her
contention that the allegations levelled against her during her
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